
Kennecoll
Utah Copper
8362 West 10200 South
PO Box 525
BinEham Canyon, Ulah 84006-0525
(801) 569-6000

January 30, 1992

ij 'rt,;B 0 3 lgg2 Kenne{cott

Mr. Robert L. Morgan
Utah State Engineer
i636 West North Temple
Salt Lake City, UT 84116

RE: Draft Utah Lake Drainage Basin Distribution proposal

Dear Mr. Morgan:

Kennecott Utah Copper Corporation (',Ke
with respect to the October 15, l99l d
Drainage Basjn. Kennecott supports
d j stri but'ion program for the 'Utah 

L
proposal must protect establjshed right
!hil regard, Kennecott has certain co-ncerns and objections regarding the currentdraft proposal.

,. 1). The draft. PrgPolgl fails to.recognize Water Right 59-3518 owned byKennecott. Water Right 55-3518 is a primary storage right"from Utah Lake withan 1850 priority. T!i_s'is a perfected water right"for 5O cfs of water anO foryear around j ndustrial use. In terms of acie feet, tl.r j s ii gf,t strout a Uerecognjzed for 27,7L9.3 acre feet of water.

. Any tabul at'ion of primary
i ncl ude [.later" P,i gh+, 59-3518. Thus , bot
9 should be amended to include Water Ri

is a consumptive use right for industr
regogn'ized as such by the State Engineer
Lake County West Division, Southwest Su
adjudication. The draft proposal shoulc
and 21,719.3 acre feet of primary water for water Right 59-351g.

2) Two other r.ig_hts are not adequately recognized 'in thedraft proposal. Wate O 
-Sg-SO with prioiiii.i oi l9i2 and l9i8;respectively, are not secondary water rights summary in Table Ion page 8.. Together, s are foi 4g,596.6icre felt of water andany water budget that orate them is Oeficient. 

-ih.r. 
rights -



utiljze water from the Utah Lake/Jordan River system and upstream rights that
have a later priority must not'impair or interfere with these rights.

3) The draft proposal makes reference to accretion flows from the Jordan
Rjver as a source of supply for the primary djrect flow rjghts from the JordanRjver. However, these rights are not tied to or limited 5y accretions jn the
Jordan Rjver as a source of supply. It should be made cl6ar that these, .nJother Jordan River water rights, are not restrjcted to accretions and frive i
demand on the system as a whole as a source of supply.

t) It is difficult at this time to forecast the precise impact of thedraft distrjbution proposal on the regiment of Utah Lake ind the Joi^dan River.This is so because the draft proposal will, to some degree, aiter the manner in
wh'ich the water has been historjcally managed through [tre various reservoirs onthe _system. Also., the operation 

-of 
the Jordaneile Reservoir, once it js

cgmpieted, will introduce an additjonal factor jnto the overalt manJgem.nt oithis system. Consequently, if a new djstribution p'lan is imptemented, it shouldbe done on an interim or trial basjs and should be witholt-pre;uOice to'inerespective.rights of the water users. This should be coupteii wltfr an annualmeetjng^and..report of the State Engineer which reviews the operation of the
system for the previous year.

. 5) Any.di.strjbution proposal that is implemented should re-affirm thatit is n.o.t an adiudication of the-.i.ndividual^ riglits of ttre piities ano ttrat invsuch adiudication will occur withjn the fram-ework of thl-plndirg-tiiirto;j,adiudjcation. Further, it should be made clear that this is'not fp.oi".Ain!
under either the Utah Administratjve Procedures Act or under the Utah niif.-Ni[ingAct.
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Very truly yours,

W"f -U*-
K. L. Hansen
Manager, Property and

Water Resources


